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Table 8-��
S&E doctorate holders as share of workforce, by state: 1997, 2001, and 2003

 
 
State �99� �00� �00� �99� �00� �00� �99� �00� �00�

United States .......................  �0�,�90 ���,��0 ���,�90 ��0,988,��� ���,�0�,��0 ���,�0�,��� 0.�8 0.�� 0.��
Alabama ...........................  �,��0 �,��0 �,�00 �,0��,��� �,0��,��0 �,009,0�9 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Alaska ..............................  �,��0 �,��0 �,0�0 �89,9�� �00,9�� �0�,0�� 0.�8 0.�9 0.��
Arizona .............................  �,��0 �,800 �,��0 �,�9�,90� �,���,0�� �,���,��9 0.�8 0.�8 0.�8
Arkansas ..........................  �,��0 �,��0 �,��0 �,���,��� �,�9�,��9 �,�0�,��9 0.�9 0.�� 0.��
California ..........................  �8,�90 �8,0�0 8�,��0 ��,�80,�9� ��,���,�9� ��,���,��� 0.�� 0.�8 0.��
Colorado ..........................  �0,��0 ��,��0 ��,�80 �,���,�9� �,�0�,��� �,���,��0 0.�8 0.�0 0.��
Connecticut .....................  8,��0 9,��0 �0,��0 �,���,9�� �,�98,��� �,�0�,��0 0.�� 0.�� 0.�9
Delaware ..........................  �,��0 �,��0 �,�00 ��8,��� �0�,��� �0�,��9 0.9� 0.8� 0.��
District of Columbia .........  ��,�80 ��,8�0 �,�90 ���,�89 �8�,��� ���,�9� �.�� �.8� �.��
Florida ..............................  ��,8�0 ��,0�0 ��,�90 �,0�0,��0 �,���,��8 �,���,8�0 0.�8 0.�0 0.�0
Georgia ............................  9,��0 ��,��0 ��,0�0 �,���,�99 �,�0�,�09 �,���,��� 0.�� 0.�9 0.�9
Hawaii ..............................  �,��0 �,��0 �,9�0 ���,��� �8�,��� �88,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�0
Idaho ................................  �,990 �,��0 �,�80 �98,00� ���,908 ���,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�8
Illinois ...............................  ��,0�0 ��,��0 ��,��0 �,988,�9� �,���,9�0 �,9��,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Indiana .............................  �,��0 9,�90 8,980 �,0��,�99 �,0�0,�8� �,000,�8� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�0
Iowa .................................  �,0�0 �,�80 �,��0 �,���,8�� �,��9,��� �,��8,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�9
Kansas .............................  �,��0 �,890 �,0�0 �,��9,�9� �,��8,�0� �,���,0�� 0.�8 0.�9 0.�0
Kentucky ..........................  �,980 �,�80 �,��0 �,809,�8� �,8��,�9� �,8��,�0� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Louisiana ..........................  �,��0 �,000 �,�80 �,890,�0� �,9��,0�� �,9��,��0 0.�8 0.�� 0.��
Maine ...............................  �,��0 �,9�0 �,000 ���,��0 ��9,9�� ��9,��9 0.�� 0.�0 0.�0
Maryland ..........................  �0,��0 ��,090 ��,0�0 �,���,�00 �,��9,�98 �,���,��� 0.�8 0.8� 0.98
Massachusetts .................  ��,9�0 �8,�90 �8,9�0 �,��8,8�� �,���,��� �,���,��� 0.�� 0.8� 0.90
Michigan ..........................  ��,��0 ��,9�0 ��,�80 �,��8,�9� �,8��,�00 �,�9�,��8 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Minnesota ........................  9,��0 ��,0�0 �0,��0 �,�0�,��� �,���,��� �,�8�,09� 0.�� 0.�0 0.�9
Mississippi .......................  �,9�0 �,��0 �,080 �,�00,8�� �,��9,9�� �,���,�98 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Missouri ...........................  9,�00 8,8�0 8,��0 �,�80,�8� �,8��,�0� �,8��,80� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Montana ...........................  �,�80 �,��0 �,��0 ���,�0� ���,��� ���,�9� 0.�� 0.�0 0.��
Nebraska ..........................  �,9�0 �,8�0 �,��0 90�,�9� 9��,9�� 9��,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�9
Nevada .............................  �,��0 �,0�0 �,8�0 89�,��8 �,0��,9�� �,089,�09 0.�8 0.�9 0.��
New Hampshire ...............  �,�90 �,��0 �,��0 ���,��9 �80,�8� �8�,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�0
New Jersey ......................  �9,9�0 ��,��0 ��,900 �,0��,0�� �,���,��� �,���,��� 0.�0 0.�� 0.��
New Mexico .....................  �,��0 �,��0 �,��0 ��8,�9� 8�9,��� 8�0,8�8 0.9� 0.90 0.9�
New York ..........................  �8,8�0 ��,��0 �0,��0 8,���,��� 8,��9,8�9 8,�0�,��9 0.�� 0.�9 0.��
North Carolina ..................  ��,��0 ��,��0 ��,��0 �,809,�0� �,9�8,�9� �,9��,0�� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
North Dakota ...................  �,��0 �,080 �,��0 ���,8�� ���,9�9 ��8,809 0.�0 0.�� 0.��
Ohio .................................  �8,�00 �9,��0 �0,��0 �,��8,��� �,��0,�89 �,�0�,0�8 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Oklahoma .........................  �,��0 �,��0 �,��0 �,���,�0� �,���,0�� �,���,��8 0.�9 0.�� 0.��
Oregon .............................  �,980 �,900 �,�80 �,���,99� �,�08,9�� �,�0�,��� 0.�� 0.�0 0.��
Pennsylvania ....................  ��,��0 ��,��0 ��,900 �,���,��8 �,8�0,�9� �,8��,0�� 0.�0 0.�� 0.��
Rhode Island ....................  �,�00 �,�00 �,0�0 �0�,��� ��0,008 ���,8�� 0.�8 0.�0 0.��
South Carolina .................  �,��0 �,0�0 �,8�0 �,8�9,�08 �,8�0,��� �,8�8,�9� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
South Dakota ...................  �,000 9�0 9�0 �8�,��� �00,��� �08,80� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Tennessee ........................  8,��0 8,��0 8,�80 �,��0,00� �,��8,�9� �,���,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Texas ................................  ��,990 ��,��0 ��,��0 9,�9�,��9 �0,00�,��� �0,�9�,9�0 0.�0 0.�� 0.��
Utah .................................  �,��0 �,��0 �,��0 �,0��,��9 �,�0�,0�8 �,���,088 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Vermont ............................  �,��0 �,��0 �,��0 ���,80� ��9,��0 ���,8�� 0.�� 0.�9 0.�9
Virginia .............................  ��,8�0 ��,880 �0,890 �,���,��� �,���,��� �,���,��9 0.�� 0.�8 0.�8
Washington ......................  ��,8�0 ��,��0 ��,9�0 �,8��,��� �,8��,��� �,9��,8�� 0.�� 0.�0 0.��
West Virginia ....................  �,9�0 �,8�0 �,0�0 ���,��� ���,�0� ���,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Wisconsin ........................  8,��0 8,�90 8,0�0 �,8��,8�0 �,898,9�9 �,89�,��0 0.�9 0.�9 0.�8
Wyoming ..........................  8�0 8�0 ��0 ���,9�� ��9,��0 ���,�00 0.�� 0.�� 0.��

Puerto Rico ..........................  ��0 �,�00 �,��0 �,���,��8 �,���,988 �,�00,��� 0.0� 0.�� 0.��

NOTES: Survey of Doctorate Recipients sample design does not include geography. Data on S&E doctorate holders are classified by employment 
location, and workforce data are based on respondents’ residence. Thus, the reliability of data for areas with smaller populations is lower than for more 
populous states. Workforce represents employed component of civilian labor force and is reported as annual data, not seasonally adjusted.

SOURCES: National Science Foundation, Division of Science Resources Statistics, Survey of Doctorate Recipients; and U.S. Department of Labor,  
Bureau of Labor Statistics, Local Area Unemployment Statistics.
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